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JUVENILE JUSTICE/Internet Filters and Screening Software
SUBJECT: Violent and Repeat Juvenile Offender Accountabiliy and Rehabilitation Act of 1999 . . . S. 254.
Hatch/Leahy amendment No. 335.
ACTION: AMENDMENT AGREED TO, 100-0
SYNOPSIS:  Asintroduced, S. 254, the Violent and Repeat Juvenile Offender Accountability and Rehabilitation Act of 19¢

will modernize Federal grant programs that give aid to State and local governments for juvenile law enforcem
and juvenile crime prevention efforts. Approximately $1 billion per year for the next 5 years will be authorized for those gr.
programs. Also, $100 million annually will be authorized for joint Federal-State-local efforts to address gang-relatedijovenile
The Hatch/Leahy amendmentwould require internet service providers to offer to residential customers, for free or at cos
computer software or other filtering devices that the customers could use to prevent the access of minors to matetetm.the In
Surveys would be conducted 1 year, 2 years, and 3 years after enactment of this Act to determine the percentage of resi
customers who were being given access to screeniigeddyy their internet service providers. The requirement that such device:
be provided for free or at cost would only take effect if fewer than 75 percent of customers in the first year, 85 pastameo$
in the second year, or 100 percent of customers in the third year were not being provided filtering devices for free or at cost

Those favoring the amendment contended:

This amendment is largely intended to protect children from violent and obscene internet material by requiring internet sel
providers to give parents the tools they negutatect their children from such material. The largest internet service provider alread
provides such a screening device as part of its basic service. We do not think it is too much to ask to make other pooviders f
suit. In fact, we believe they will do so even without this amendment in response to consumer demand. We are confident th
amendment is constitutional because it makes no distinction based on content. Parents would decide what type of materi

(See other side)
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wanted to screen. They might block violent or obscene sites; they might block commercial sites; they might block sites that
advocated a certain point of view. It would be up to the parents. We urge our colleagues to accept this amendment.

No arguments were epressed in pposition to the amendment.
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